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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the alarm processing module" in lines 14-15. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

* 

4. Claims 1 - 9 and 12 -15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Forrester (US 6,710,651) in view of Myllymaki et al. (6,018,646). 

Regarding Claim 1, Forrester teaches a mobile phone comprising: a processor 
for controlling operations of the mobile phone (Figure 3, Cols. 6 lines 65 - 67, 7 lines 1 
- 9); a power modulating module for controlling a power level of a communication 
signal so as to generate a corresponding transmission signal (Col. 7 lines 10-19, 
lines 27 - 32); a power measuring circuit electrically connected to the power 
modulating module for measuring a power level of the transmission signal so as to 
generate a corresponding result (Col. 7 lines 10-19). 
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Forrester does not teach an alarm processing module (NOTE: Examiner has 
made the assumption that Applicants meant to state an alarm processing module as 
opposed to an antenna) electrically connected to the power measuring circuit for 
generating a corresponding alarming signal according to the result; and an alarming 
module electrically connected to the alarm processing module for generating a 

» 

corresponding sign according to the alarming signal for indicating the power level of the 
transmission signal. 

Myllymaki teaches an alarm processing module electrically connected to the 
power measuring circuit for generating a corresponding alarming signal according to 
the result (Col. 3 lines 8 - 30); and an alarming module electrically connected to the 
alarm processing module for generating a corresponding sign according to the 
alarming signal for indicating the power level of the transmission signal (Col. 3 lines 8 - 
30). 

Forrester and Myllymaki (Cols. 4 line 67, 5 lines 1 - 5) teach a system in which 
the transmission power of a mobile device is controlled such that an Specific 
Absorption Rate (SAR) value is not exceeded thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the configuration 
and method taught above by Myllymaki in the system of Forrester as an additional or 
alternative means for preventing the transmission power from exceeding a particular 
SAR. 

Regarding Claim 2, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Forrester further teaches a monitor electrically connected 
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to the processor for displaying operational statuses of the mobile phone (Col. 6 lines 2 
- 4, typical wireless communication devices such as mobile phones comprise displays 
that display phone status indicators). 

Regarding Claim 3, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 2. Myllymaki further teaches wherein the alarming module 
is the monitor being capable of displaying video signals corresponding to the alarming 
signal (Col. 3 lines 23 - 30). 

Regarding Claim 4, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Myllymaki further teaches wherein the alarming module 
comprises at least a light emitting diode, wherein when the power level of the 
transmission signal rises over a predetermined value, the alarming signal is capable of 
initiating a light emitting diode of the alarming module to emit light, and when the power 
level of the transmission signal drops below a predetermined value, the alarming signal 
is capable of stopping the light emitting diode from emitting light (Col. 3 lines 8 - 30). 

Regarding Claim 5, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1. Myllymaki further teaches wherein the alarming module 
comprises a vibrator for generating vibrations according to the alarming signal (Col. 3 
lines 23 - 30). 

Regarding Claim 6, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1. Myllymaki further teaches wherein the alarming module 
comprises a speaker for generating a sound according to the alarming signal (Col. 3 
lines 23 - 30). 
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Regarding Claim 7, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Forrester further teaches a signal amplifier for amplifying 
the communication signal according to controls of the processor (Figure 3, Cols. 6 lines 
65 - 67, 7 lines 1-19, lines 27 - 32); and a power amplifier electrically connected to 
the signal amplifier for amplifying power of the communication signal (Figure 3, Col. 6 
lines 65 - 67). 

Regarding Claim 8, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 7. Forrester further teaches wherein the processor is 
capable of controlling the signal amplifier according to the result generated by the 
power measuring circuit (Col. 7 lines 27 - 32). 

Regarding Claim 9, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 7. Forrester further teaches antenna capable of receiving 
radio signals for generating a corresponding receiving signal (Figure 3, Col. 6 lines 65 
-67). 

Regarding Claim 12, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1. Myllymaki further teaches wherein the alarming 
processing module stores at least a predetermined range applied with a corresponding 
alarming signal, wherein when the result measured by the power measuring circuit 
matches one of the predetermined ranges, the alarm processing module is capable of 
generating a corresponding alarming signal (Col. 3 lines 8 - 30, the keypad enables 
the storage of the ranges). 
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Regarding Claim 13, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1. Myllymaki further teaches an analog-to-digital converter 
(ADC) electrically connected between the power measuring circuit and the alarm 
processing module for converting the result measured by the power measuring circuit 
to a digital signal (Col. 3 lines 31 - 36). 

Regarding Claim 14, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Forrester further teaches a microphone for receiving a 
sound so as to generate a voice signal (Col. 6 lines 2-4, typical wireless 
communication devices such as mobile phones comprise a microphone for receiving 
sound); and a baseband circuit electrically connected to the microphone for generating 
a communication signal according to the voice signal (Col. 2 lines 37 - 42). 

Regarding Claim 15, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Forrester further teaches wherein the antenna is further 
capable of receiving radio signals transmitted to the mobile phone and generating a 
corresponding receiving signal (Figure 3, Col. 6 lines 65 - 67), the mobile phone 
further comprising: a baseband circuit for generating a voice signal according to the 
receiving signal (Col. 2 lines 37 - 42); a speaker electrically connected to the 
baseband circuit for generating a sound wave according to the voice signal (Col. 6 
lines 2-4, typical wireless communication devices such as mobile phones comprise 
speakers for the purpose generating voice signals); a duplexer electrically connected 
between the antenna and a receiving circuit for transferring the transmission signal to 
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the antenna and transferring the receiving signal from the antenna to the power 
modulating circuit (Figure 3, Col. 6 lines 65 - 67). 

5. Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Forrester (US 6,710,651) in view of Myllymaki et al. (6,018,646), as applied to Claim 9 
above, and further in view of Hellmark et al. (US 2002/0183086). 

Regarding Claim 10, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 9. Forrester in view of Myllymaki does not teach wherein 
the processor is capable of controlling the signal amplifier according to the receiving 
signal such that when the receiving signal changes, the amplification controlled by the 
signal amplifier changes. 

Hellmark teaches controlling the signal amplifier according to the receiving signal 
such that when the receiving signal changes, the amplification controlled by the signal 
amplifier changes (Sections 0005 lines 1 3 - 24, 001 1 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Forrester in view of Myllymaki with the 
open loop method of Hellmark for the purpose overcoming the near-far problem as 
taught by Hellmark. 

Regarding Claim 11, Forrester in view of Myllymaki teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 9. Forrester in view of Myllymaki does not teach wherein 
the processor is capable of controlling the signal amplifier according to a power level of 
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the receiving signal such that when the power level of the receiving signal changes, the 
amplification controlled by the signal amplifier changes accordingly. 

Hellmark teaches controlling the signal amplifier according to a power level of the 
receiving signal such that when the power level of the receiving signal changes, the 
amplification controlled by the signal amplifier changes accordingly (Sections 0005 
lines 13-24, 0011). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Forrester in view of Myllymaki with the 
open loop method of Hellmark for the purpose overcoming the near-far problem as 
taught by Hellmark. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raymond S. Dean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7877. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:00-2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward F. Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Raymond S. Dean 
February 20, 2007 
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